("Finally, the recent study on customary international humanitarian law produced under the auspices of the International Committee of the Red Cross concluded that ' [t] here is extensive State practice to the eff ect that human rights law must be applied during armed confl icts'"). 8 See, e.g., Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, 548 U.S. 557, at 631-632 (2006) (fi nding Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions applicable).
9 CERD is the body of 18 independent experts established by the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, 4 January 1969, increasingly to the International Criminal Court and tribunals.
4 Th e International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) encourages States parties to comply with their obligations under humanitarian law, but it is not an adjudicative body 5 and rarely publishes its authoritative interpretations of the Geneva Conventions and Protocols.
6 At the same time, the eight human rights treaty bodies, the thirty thematic mechanisms of the U.N. Human Rights Council (formerly Commission), and three regional human rights commissions/courts have responded to various situations involving humanitarian law violations. 7 Further, national courts have been asked to apply humanitarian law for some time, and particularly in the context of the "war on terror" post 2001. 8 Th ese various institutions, however, have merely taken on the task of developing and interpreting humanitarian law on an ad hoc basis.
Th is Article reviews the jurisprudence of one of the principal human rights treaty bodies, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination ("CERD, " "Committee, " or "Race Committee").
